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the recent toleration of catholics, it was natural that persecution
should again become the order of the day. The Irish rebellion
served to intensify the popular hatred of papists, and demands
for the rigid enforcement of the laws against them appeared in
every negotiation between king and parliament, both before
and during the civil war. It is not surprising, therefore, that
with singular unanimity they fought on the king's side and
poured forth their blood and treasure freely in his service. A
little book called The Catholique Apology (1674) contains impres-
sive lists of those who lost their lives fighting for Charles I and
of those whose estates were confiscated and sold. A return made
by the authorities of the various counties of England and Wales
in September 1655 shows that there were just under sixteen
hundred recusants whose estates were under sequestration. The
case of William Bhmdell, a Lancashire catholic, was typical.
His estates were confiscated early in the civil war, and his wife
was granted only a fifth for the support of herself and five
children, and she was liable to forfeit half of this if the children
refused to be educated as protestants. Some ten years elapsed
before the family was allowed to compound for its estates and
to repurchase them with the help of friends.1 The troubles of
the catholics began early in the struggle, for they were assessed
at special rates of taxation and suffered the seizure of arms
and horses without compensation. Two-thirds of their estates,
personal and real, were forfeited, in addition to any penalties
they might incur as delinquents. To make their discovery the
easier a test was devised in the form of an oath renouncing
papal supremacy, transubstantiation, purgatory, and other
catholic doctrines.2 A comparison with the earlier oath exacted
from recusants reveals that, whereas James had imposed as a
test of loyalty an oath which he believed, rightly or wrongly,
loyal catholics could take, the Long Parliament devised one
that no honest catholic could possibly take.
The hard lot of the catholics was appreciably ameliorated
when the presbyterians yielded the reins of government to the
independents; indeed, so much so that the latter were frequently
accused of being popishly inclined. Probably Cromwell would
have been content with some kind of concordat by which the
Jesuits were to be expelled, and the temporal power of the
papacy suffered to expire through disuse. A number of English
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